REMARKS 

Reconsideration and further examination of the subject patent application in light of the 
present Amendment and Remarks is respectfully requested. 

Remarks Regarding The Specification 

Applicant notes the Examiner's comments regarding the request for a clean copy of the 
specification and the Examiner's objections under § 112. Applicant also notes the Examiner's 
comments that although the figures are described, the specification generally provides no reference to 
specific drawings and thus, the specification and drawings appear to be unconnected. 

Applicant's new attorney is having some difficulty obtaining a word-processed version of the 
original specification. Accordingly, applicant plans to respond to such objections after applicant has 
received confirmation that the Petition for Revival has been granted, most likely by submitting a 
continuation-in-part application to address such objections. 

Introductory Remarks Regarding The Claims 

Claims 2-15 are currently pending in the application, claim 1 has been previously canceled, 
and claims 2-14 stand rejected. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §112 
Claims 1 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention, as set forth on pages 3-4 of the Office Action. Applicant respectfully points out that claim 
1 had been previously cancelled by preliminary amendment, as reflected by check boxes 4 and 6 of 
the Office Action Summary sheet. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §102 



Claims 2-3 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Huilgol, as set 
forth on pages 4-5 of the Office Action. Further, claims 14-15 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(e) as being anticipated by Moscovitch, as set forth on pages 6-7 of the Office Action. In view 
of the claims as presently amended, applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. 

Neither Huilgol nor Moscivitch include the hollow compartment to permit positioning, 
alignment and storage of said display screen as recited in claim 1 and 14, respectively. Such an 
element is completely missing in the cited references. Because at least one significant element of 
applicant's claimed invention is missing from the device in Huilgol and Moscovitch, respectively, 
these references cannot individually anticipate applicant's claimed invention. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. $103 

Claims 4-13 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being unpatentable over various 
combinations to Huilgol, Winkler, Janik, and Karidis. In view of the claims as presently amended, 
applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. Applicant reasserts the above argument in traversing 
the Examiner's rejection regarding various combinations of Huilgol, Winkler, Janik, and Karidis. In 
the present case, the references do not teach or suggest applicant's claimed apparatus. 

Closing Remarks 

As mentioned above, applicant plans to file a continuation-in-part application to improve the 
readability of the specification and claims, and also plans to provide a more comprehensive argument 
to overcome the Examiner's rejection of the claims based on prior art. Applicant awaits granting of 
the attached Petition for Revival before embarking on the above-mentioned filings. 

Should the Examiner be of the opinion that a telephone conference would expedite 
prosecution of the subject application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to call the undersigned 



+ 



at the below-listed number. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fee which may be required 
for this application under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1 . 1 6-1 . 1 8, including but not limited to the issue fee, or credit 
any overpayment, to Deposit Account No. 23-0920. Should no proper amount be enclosed herewith, 
as by a check being in the wrong amount, unsigned, post-dated, otherwise improper or informal, or 
even entirely missing, the Commissioner is authorized to charge the unpaid amount to Deposit 
Account No. 23-0920. 

Respectfully submitted, 



WELSH & KATZ, LTD. 



By 




Eric D. Cohen 
Registration No. 38,110 



August 23,2005 
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